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disregard of such customs. While the husband could not be
convicted of bigamy for having lawfully married two wives
abroad, he would not have the privilege of marrying another
wife in England without rendering himself criminally liable (g).
The powers of physical coercion which the husband might exer-
cise in his own country over his wife or wives might be limited
in England by the rules of English law.

It is not easy to state exactly or with certainty what measure
of protection an English court might afford to one of the
parties to a polygamous marriage who are living in England;
there are obvious difficulties about giving relief in some cir-
cumstances, and there is danger that in giving relief an English
court may be doing something which is inconsistent with the
real character of the marriage according to its proper law. There
would not appear, however, to be any reasonable objection to
the recognition by an English court of a right of succession
or a status of a legitimate child of the marriage.

In the case of In re Lee Cheong (h) a Chinese subject, domi-
ciled in China, but carrying on business in China and in the
Province of British Columbia, died in British Columbia. By
his will he gave an annuity of $1,000 to each of his two wives,
whom he had lawfully married in China, and it was held in
British Columbia that each of his wives was to be recognized
as wife so as to exempt the legacy made to her from liability for
duty under the provincial Succession Duty Act. Reference was
made in one of the judgments to the earlier decision of the
Privy Council, on appeal from the Supreme Court of the Straits
Settlements, in the case of Cheang Thye Phin v. Tan Ah Loy
(iJ. It appeared in that case that according to the Chinese law
applicable to Chinese residents in Penang, a man might have
secondary wives, and these wives had the status of wives and
their children were legitimate. It was therefore held that Tan
Ah Loy was one of the secondary wives of the deceased Cheang
Ah Quee, who had resided and carried on business in Penang and
that she was entitled to a widow's share in his estate. The
decision of the Privy Council was of course merely that the
secondary wife was entitled to share in the estate of her husband

(g) Rex v. Naffuib, [19163 1 K.B. 359; cf. (1931), 47 L.Q. Eev.
253, at pp. 267-269.

(h) (1923), 33 B.C.R. 109, S.C., sub nom. Yew v. Attorney-Gen-
eral [1924] 1 D.L.R. 1166. The judgments in this case review many
of tne cases mentioned in this chapter and some others

(*)  [1920] A.C. 369.